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Mechanical properties of proton using flavor-decomposed gravitational form factors
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We investigate the mechanical properties of the proton by extracting its flavor-decomposed grav-
itational form factors (GFF's) using Light-Cone QCD sum rules (LCSR). These form factors encode
critical information about the internal dynamics and spatial distribution of energy, momentum, and
internal forces within the proton. The flavor decomposition of the quark sector indicates the role of
each flavor in the proton’s pressure and shear force distributions. Our results show that the up quark
contributes more significantly compared to the down quark in the three conserved proton GFFs, as
well as in the energy and shear force distributions. Additionally, we define the non-conserved form
factor ¢(¢), which takes part in the distributions of energy and pressure; the latter is essential for
maintaining proton stability. Furthermore, we determine the proton’s mass and mechanical radii,
providing valuable insight into its internal structure and dynamics.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational form factors (GFFs) provide fundamental insight into the internal structure of hadrons by charac-
terizing their interaction with the energy-momentum tensor (EMT) [1, 2]. Unlike electromagnetic form factors that
examine charge and magnetic distributions, GFF's reveal crucial information about the mass, spin, pressure and shear
force distributions within hadrons, playing a key role in understanding their mechanical structure [3]. Although GFFs
have been explored in various hadronic systems [4-12], the nucleon remains a primary focus of investigation. Despite
its early discovery, the proton’s internal structure is not yet fully understood, and its gravitational form factors are
the most significant tools for probing its internal dynamics and mechanical properties.

Nucleon GFFs have been investigated through various methods and theoretical frameworks, making their study a
vibrant and evolving field in both experimental and theoretical physics. The first parametrization of GFFs for spin-1/2
systems was introduced in the pioneering works of [1, 2]. Using the conserved QCD energy-momentum tensor, the
nucleon’s gravitational structure is characterized by three fundamental form factors: A, J, and D, which describe the
mass, total angular momentum, and the spatial distribution of internal forces, respectively [13-15]. However, when
decomposing the EMT into its quark and gluon contributions, an additional form factor, ¢, emerges. This form factor
contributes to the quark and gluon pressure distributions inside the proton and governs the internal force balance
between quark and gluon subsystems, crucial for maintaining proton stability [16]. The ¢ form factor is associated
with the trace anomaly in QCD and highlights the distinct role of gluons in the nucleon’s mass structure [17-
21]. Furthermore, the non-conserved ¢ form factor, potentially relating to the cosmological constant as a metric
term in Einstein’s equations, has been speculated to be connected to the vacuum energy contribution in general
relativity [17, 20]. Investigating this form factor could provide deeper insights into the role of the trace anomaly in
hadron mass generation and its possible implications for fundamental questions in quantum field theory and cosmology.

Empirical measurement of the proton gravitational form factors requires studying graviton-proton scattering. How-
ever, since gravity is negligible at small scales like proton size, direct measurement of GFFs is not currently feasible.
Instead, indirect measurements of these form factors were proposed through Generalized Parton Distribution Func-
tions (GPDs) in Refs. [13, 22-24]. Several studies have employed the GPD approach with different experimental data
to extract the proton GFFs and their properties [25-41] (for reviews on various GPD methods, see e.g. [3, 42]). In
recent decades, the gravitational form factors of the nucleon have gained much more attention and have been explored
through various physical frameworks. These include lattice QCD, the light-front quark-diquark model, the holographic
QCD model, chiral effective field theory (EFT), the Skyrme model, and others [43-61]. Studies have also investigated
the gluonic component of the QCD energy-momentum tensor current of the proton in different approaches [62-68]. In
Refs. [69, 70] the gluon and quark components have been examined individually. Additionally, Ref. [71] presents the
first determination of the shear forces on quarks inside the proton, derived from experimental data of Deeply Virtual
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Compton Scattering (DVCS). The quark contribution to the EMT current has also been studied using light-cone QCD
sum rules and transverse-momentum distributions (TMDs) in Refs. [72-74].

One particularly intriguing aspect of proton gravitational form factors is their decomposition into individual flavor
contributions. This decomposition of flavors is essential for understanding how quarks and gluons contribute to the
proton’s mechanical structure, enabling a more precise characterization of the momentum, pressure, and shear force
distributions within the proton. Recent theoretical and lattice QCD studies have provided significant insights into the
behavior of flavor-decomposed GFFs and the spatial distribution of internal forces, uncovering nontrivial effects such
as the distinct mechanical roles of valence and sea quarks, as well as the necessity of gluon contributions [75-81]. Some
studies on flavor decomposition of GFF's consider both quark and gluon components, while others focus exclusively on
the quark sector. In the quark sector of the proton’s energy-momentum tensor current, as well as in its decomposition
into individual flavors, the system is not strictly conserved. As a result, the non-conserved form factor ¢ appears,
providing a means to investigate the effects of non-conservation in the EMT on the proton’s internal properties, such
as the distribution of internal forces and the mechanisms contributing to its stability in greater detail. A recent lattice
QCD study [76] defines proton GFFs by considering the full EMT current and performing a flavor decomposition
that focuses on the contributions from both valence quarks (up and down) and the sea quark (strange) to study the
mechanical properties of the proton. The flavor structure of EMT focusing on ¢(¢) form factor is presented in Ref. [77].
The flavor decomposition of proton gravitational form factors has been derived using a basis light-front quantization
approach in Ref. [75].

The study of proton form factors provides another crucial concept which is its size. The proton size is commonly
characterized by its charge radius [82], which describes the spatial distribution of charge within the proton and is
determined from electromagnetic form factors. While other radii such as mass and mechanical are derived from
gravitational form factors. The D(t) form factor provides valuable information about the structure and shape of
nucleons. The mechanical radius quantifies the distribution of internal forces within the proton, while the mass radius
reflects the spatial distribution of energy associated with the quark and gluon fields. Notably, the nucleon’s charge
radius is larger than both its mechanical and mass radii. This is expected, as electromagnetic interactions extend
over longer distances, whereas the strong interaction is more compact, concentrating more toward the proton’s core.
Recent studies have utilized experimental data, such as meson photoproduction, to extract the proton mass radius
and other mechanical properties [83-87]. The analysis [87] suggests that the root mean square (rms) mass radius of
the proton is approximately 0.55 fm, which is significantly smaller than the rms charge radius of about 0.84 fm. This
difference highlights the distinct nature of the electromagnetic and strong interactions.

In this paper, we focus on the quark contribution to the EMT current of the proton. This component can be further
decomposed into singlet and triplet currents of the valence flavors. We extract GFF's of each flavor and conduct a
comprehensive investigation of their mechanical properties. The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II, we
introduce the flavor-decomposed EMT and the corresponding proton form factors. The GFFs of the proton, calculated
using the light-cone sum rules framework, are presented in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we provide a numerical analysis of the
proton GFFs for individual valence quarks and their flavor combinations. In Sec. V, we use these gravitational form
factors to define the distributions of energy, shear force, and pressure for different proton flavors. Additionally, we
examine key mechanical properties of the proton, including its internal structure, mass, and mechanical radii. Finally,
in Sec. VI, we conclude our work with a discussion of the obtained results.

II. FLAVOR DECOMPOSITION OF ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR

The energy-momentum tensor (EMT) current is,
+9 _
Tire =3 T + T (1)
q

which includes contributions from both quark and gluon components. The explicit forms of the quark and gluon EMT
currents are given by [88],

Tﬁy(fﬂ) = i(j(x) (ﬁu’yu + <B>u'7u) Q(x) - g;w‘i(x)(%ﬁ - mq)‘](‘f)v (2)

Tgl,(x) = GHP(:C)G’fu(x) + igﬂvaé(‘T)G/ﬁ (x). (3)

For the derivation of energy-momentum tensor of gauge theories se(e_> Ref. [89]. The total EMT current is conserved,
satisfying 0#T,,, = 0. The covariant derivative D , is expressed as D ,(z) = B#(x) - S#(a:) with,

Du@) = T (@) —igAu(@),  Du(@) = 9 u(x) +igAu(w), (4)



and A, (x) is the external gluon field. In the quark sector, the flavor decomposition of the quark EMT current for
proton is described as follows,

singlet: T2, =Tyt =Ty + T4,  (I=0), (5)
triplet: Ty, Th ‘=T —T4,, T5, (I=1). (6)

In these expressions, I denotes the isospin, with u 4+ d and u — d representing the isoscalar and isovector components
of the EMT current, respectively. In this study, we separately extract the gravitational form factors (GFFs) using
the singlet and triplet quark currents for the proton system.

The matrix element of the EMT current between proton states can be expressed as [88],
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where j = ¢, 9,q+ g and u(p, s) is the Dirac spinor with momentum p and spin s, P = (p+p')/2, A =p —p, t = A?,
Oup = 5[7u,7p] and m is the mass of proton. The form factors A(t) and J7(t) are called the mass and angular
momentum form factors, respectively. The D(t) form factor provides information about the internal mechanical
structure of the proton, including pressure and shear force distributions. The term &/ (t) is a non-conserved form
factor, which vanishes for a conserved EMT current:3 ¢?(t) + ¢?(t) = 0. Thus, for a conserved EMT, only three
form factors remain.

The ¢29(t) form factors emerge when considering the non-conserved EMT currents and contribute to the quark and
gluon pressure distributions inside the proton, thus we highlight its importance. The cosmological constant term (A)
in Einstein’s equation of general relativity is as follows [90]:

1
R,uv - gRg,uu - Ag,uu = 8n1G T,ullv (8)

where I, is the Ricci curvature tensor, R is scalar curvature, g, is the metric tensor, 7}, is the stress-energy tensor
and G is Newton’s constant. When the vacuum energy is included in Einstein’s equations, it can be manifested as
the cosmological constant. In the matrix element of the QCD EMT in Eq. (7), the ¢(¢) form factor is the coefficient
of the metric tensor g, which is alike the cosmological constant term in Eq. (8). On the other hand, the ¢(t) form
factor corresponds to the trace part of the energy-momentum tensor, directly tied to the trace anomaly. The trace
anomaly contributes to the vacuum expectation value of EMT and consequently to the cosmological constant. The
trace anomaly in QCD arises from both quark and gluon contributions to the energy-momentum tensor. The gluon
part of the trace anomaly is particularly significant, as it accounts for a substantial portion of the nucleon mass.
Recent studies have focused on isolating the glue part of the trace anomaly form factors for hadrons like the pion and
nucleon, providing deeper insights into the role of gluonic contributions in mass generation [20, 21, 91].

In the following section, we utilize QCD sum rules to derive four gravitational form factors for each flavor of the
proton.

III. QCD SUM RULES

We employ the light-cone sum rules (LCSR) to calculate the flavor-decomposed gavitational form factors of the
proton, using the following two-point correlation function,

1L, (p.q) =i / d*we™ (0T 1IN (0)T5, ()] [N (p)), 9)

where T denotes the time ordering operator, p (p’) is the four-momentum of the initial (final) proton, ¢ = p’ —p is
the momentum transfer, and Jy is the interpolating current for the nucleon. We determine proton GFFs in different
flavors, j = w,d,u + d,u — d, while disregarding gluon fields. The derivation of gluon field contributions in LCSR
requires the quark-gluon mixed distribution amplitudes of the nucleon, which are currently unavailable. In this work,
we consider the chiral limit: m, = mgq = 0. In Eq. (9), the general form for the nucleon interpolating current is
represented as,

T () = 22 ape | (T (2)Cd? (1)) 50 () + 5 (T (2)Crsd” () () . (10)



with C' denoting the charge conjugation operator; and a,b and c are color indices, and S is an arbitrary mixing
parameter.

In the framework of QCD sum rules, we evaluate the correlation function of different quark flavors from two sides:
the physical (hadronic) side and the QCD side. In the following sections, we will provide a detailed derivation of the
correlation function pertaining to the quark sector of the energy-momentum tensor.

A. Physical side of the correlation function

First, we concentrate on determining the hadronic side of the flavor-decomposed correlation function. We insert a
complete set of nucleon states into Eq. (9) and perform the integration over four-dimensional x which results in:
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where dots contribute to the continuum, excited and multi-hadron states. The first overlap of states in the numerator
can be written in terms of the nucleon’s residue Ay,

(O[Tn (0)IN(p',8)) = Anu(p’, s"). (12)

Then we use the completeness relation:

Y oul,Hu',s') =p +m. (13)

ry

Inserting Egs. (7), (12), and (13) into Eq. (11), we derive the hadronic side of the correlation function,

‘ 2 PPy yip 4 3 (Baovp + Poou) s 0 (Bubhy = g0 8) )
Had,j — N / [Z J L\ uOvp pp j W w j
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After using Dirac equation pu(p, s) = mu(p, s) and then performing the Borel transformations on the variable p’? =
(p + q)? with Borel parameter M? in addition to continuum subtraction, we get,

i _m? ad, j ad, j ad, j ad, j
IR 3(Q%) = Ave™ w2 [T (Q%)pupy 1 + 5% Q) guan 1 + I (Q)pugu 1 + 1" I (Q%) g, 1
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where Q> = —t and 1 is the unit matrix. We use the Ay definition as below [92],

My = e { a2 Ea(@)(5+ 28+ 87~ L 601 — ) - (1~ 9)°] 4 5 (g 1201 - #7) — (1~ 9] }

(16)
with z = s9/M? where sg is the continuum threshold and E,,(z) defined as,
E,(z)=1 —Ze (7) .
=0
The functions H?ad’ 1(@?) in Eq. (15) include the desired flavor-decomposed gravitational form factors of the proton.

We present some of the structures for the sake of brevity. In the following we investigate the QCD side of the
correlation function.



B. QCD side of the correlation function

To calculate the QCD side, we substitute Egs. (2), (6), and (10) into correlation function (9), focusing on the
valance quarks, up and down. After applying Wick’s theorem to Eq.(9) and evaluating all possible contractions, the
QCD correlation functions of up and down flavors are obtained as follows:

u 1 4 —iqx
I, (p,q) = —§/d ze "

R(003555 () + 0562055~ 2)acs ) Oleanerst O)uy()d5 OIN (D)) + (4 ¢ u>] .
and
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with R defined as follows,

R = (Casr5)es + B(C18)as Wes ) (Do — 9w 7). (19)
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In Eqgs. (17) and (18), S(x) denotes the light quark propagator, which in the chiral limit, m, = mg = 0, is given
by [93],

S(x)_i—@(l+m%6x2)—igsfoldv[LG L (20)
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where (gq) represents the quark condensate, and m = (7g9;G""0,,q)/(qq) corresponds to the quark-gluon condensate.
In this context, gluon interactions are excluded. Additionally, the quark condensate contributions will be suppressed
by the Borel transformation. The up correlation function in Eq. (17) includes two propagators due to the valance
structure of proton which involves two up quarks. The correlation functions of isocalar and isovector flavor combination
are obtained through summing and subtracting the correlation functions of up (17) and down (18), respectively. The
QCD correlation functions in Eqgs. (17) and (18) require evaluating the matrix elements of quark operators inserted
between the vacuum and nucleon states, expressed as,

(Oleaveug (ar)ug (azz)dg (asz) [N (p)), (21)

with aq, as and as representing real parameters. For the up-quark matrix element in Eq. (17), a1y = as = 0,
while for the down-quark matrix element in Eq. (18), a1 = az = 0. We proceed by expanding these matrix elements
based on the nucleon distribution amplitudes (DAs), see Appendix A, specifically in Eq. (A.1). Furthermore, we apply
Egs. (A.1), (A.2), (A.3) for each flavor and carry out the necessary simplifications such as Wick rotation and Schwinger
parameterization on the QCD side correlation function. The next step is to perform the Borel transformation to
the variable p’2. This is followed by continuum subtraction to suppress contributions from higher-order terms and



continuum states. This process is facilitated by specific replacement rules that are presented below,
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and x is the solution of the quadratic equation of continuum threshold s = sq:

T0 = [\/(Q2 + 50 — m2)2 +4m2Q2 — (Q* + s¢ — mQ)} /2m?, (24)

In this work, considering all the possible Borel transformations and flavor decomposition, we derive proton’s GFFs
more accurately. After the Borel transformations and continuum subtraction, we obtain an expression for each specific
flavor of QCD side correlation function,

2P 3(Q%) = [H?CD’ H@)pupd + TFP Q%) 4,1 + TIEP (Q)pugu 1 + TFP(Q%) g1

+ 18P (Q)pupud + TIE Q) g + 1P (QOpugu + - . (25)

In Appendix A, we present the structure H?CD’ 1(Q?) as an example in Eq. (A.4). By equating the structures derived
from both the physical and QCD sides, we can obtain the explicit analytical forms of the gravitational form factors
for different flavors of the proton: A’(t), J7(t), D’(t), and & (t). In the following section, we provide the obtained
gravitational form factors and their numerical analysis.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This section presents a detailed numerical analysis of the gravitational form factors of the proton for different flavors
derived from the LCSR in the previous sections. To conduct this analysis, we utilize the distribution amplitudes of
nucleons as derived from the work of Braun et al. (Ref. [94]) at scale u = 1 GeV. These distribution amplitudes



include hadronic parameters, as shown in Table I. It is important to note that our calculations are performed in
the chiral limit, with the mass of the proton set at my = 0.94 GeV. Moreover, we use quantities such as the quark
condensate (gq) = (—0.24 £0.01)% GeV? and the quark-gluon condensate parameter m3 = 0.8 + 0.1 GeV? [95], which
are essential for determining the nucleon residue Ay as outlined in Eq. (16).

v (5.0 £ 0.5) x 1073GeV? 1 0.40 + 0.05 A 0.38 +0.15
A —(2.74£0.9) x 1072GeV? 13 0.22 £0.05 v 0.23 +0.03
p (5.4 %+ 1.9) x 1072GeV? fu 0.07 £+ 0.05

TABLE I. The parameters of the nucleon’s distribution amplitudes.

In this method, three auxiliary parameters, M2, sq and 3, determine the appropriate ranges, which directly affect the
reliability of our results. First, we fix the Borel parameter M? within a range that ensures our results are approximately
independent of this parameter. In the light-cone sum rules method, we utilize the distribution amplitudes (DAs) of the
nucleon, which are derived for a fixed range of 1 GeV? < M? < 1.5 GeV2. The same applies to the second parameter
S0, which is the continuum threshold. This parameter is taken to be in the range 2.25 GeV? < sp <240 GeV? based
on the nucleon analyses. Finally, we consider the mixing parameter [ in the nucleon current, with 8 = tanf. While
B = —1 corresponds to the well-known loffe current, we find its value to fall outside of the stable range that we desire.
For the singlet case, where we do not consider flavors separately, the [ range is quite loose. The investigation of
the up and down flavors, significantly narrows the range of arbitrary 3, leading us to work with a fixed parameter,
B8 = —2 4 0.4, which corresponds to —0.53 < cosf < —0.38. We observe that up and down flavors make the physical
quantities more sensitive to these auxiliary parameters compared to the u + d analysis which finally contributes to
the uncertainty of our findings.

We derive numerical values for flavor-decomposed gravitational form factors of the proton within the range of
1 GeV? < —t < 10 GeV? using light-cone QCD sum rules. The results from the LCSR become singular in the vicinity
of t = 0. To obtain the distributions of these gravitational form factors across all momentum ranges, including ¢t = 0,
we consider fitting the available data accordingly. The gravitational form factors of the proton for different flavors,
as a function of the momentum transfer squared —t are illustrated in Fig. 1. We utilize the p-pole fit, which is a
well-established fitting method, commonly used in the literature for extrapolating gravitational form factors. The fit
employed is as follows:

Gy = 9 (26)

D
(1—gpt)

where G(0) represents the value of the form factors at ¢ = 0 (which is dimensionless), p is also dimensionless, and g, has
the dimension of inverse square energy (GeV~2). Our obtained values for these parameters are provided in Table II.
The contribution of the u-quark to the two form factors A“*4(¢) and J**+4(¢) is larger than that of the d-quark. This
is expected, as the proton is composed of two u-quarks and one d-quark. However, the contributions from the u-quark
and d-quark do not contribute equally to each form factor. Our findings indicate that all flavors of D(t) form factor
are negative and the absolute value of the u-quark contribution exceeds that of the d-quark contribution. Our results
for ¢(t) form factors show that the sign of u- and d-quark contributions are opposite and the absolute value of the
down contributes more than that of up, also, the sign is positive for the singlet case of the EMT quark current, ¢*+<.
The uncertainties in our resulting form factors stem from variations in the presented regions of M?, s, and 3, as well
as inaccuracies in the input parameters and nucleon distribution amplitudes.

GFF G(0) g» (GeV™?) p GFF G(0) g» (GeV~?) P

A (t) 0.593(30) 0.436(2) 3.260(15) | A“t(t) 0.773(20) 0.429(8)  3.290(24)
Ad(t) 0.181(10)  0.405(31) 3.403(97) | A1) 0.412(40) 0.449(8)  3.208(11)
JU(t) 0.195(15)  0.678(63) 2.695(85) Jute () 0.330(10) 0.658(11)  2.675(15)
J(t) 0.135(5) 0.625(63) 2.68(16) JUA() 0.06(2) 0.71(29)  3.19(55)
DU(t)  —1.300(55)  1.067(17) 2520(17) | DU+(t) —2.36(10)  0.808(39)  3.101(92)
DUt)  —1.064(45)  0.548(4) 4.188(44) | D 4t —0.236(10)  0.892(80)  2.003(70)
0 —0.0240(2)  0.116(19) 3.96(49) alO) 0.0850(30)  0.224(62)  3.74(85)
& (t) 0.1090(32)  0.328(29) 2.47(16) O ~0.1330(34)  0.172(3) 3.68(2)

TABLE II. The p-pole fit parameters G(0), gp and p of the flavor-decomposed GFFs in Fig. 1.
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FIG. 1. The flavor-decomposed gravitational form factors of the proton are presented as a function of momentum transfer
squared (—t) at the scale 4 = 1 GeV. The curves represent different flavor contributions to the GFFs: the dashed green,
dash-dotted pink, solid blue and dotted red curves indicate u,d, v + d and u — d flavor contributions, respectively. The shaded
areas in the plot represent the uncertainty in the calculations. A p-pole fitting method is employed in this analysis.

Our findings are shown alongside several recent studies of the flavor-decomposed GFFs at zero momentum transfer
in Table III. It is important to note that the scales used in these studies differ. All of these studies reported the
quark contribution to GFFs; however, we focus exclusively on the valence quarks like Ref. [77], while other studies
also included contributions from sea quarks, such as strange [50, 76] and charm quarks [50]. The total contributions
from quarks and gluons should satisfy A979(0) = 1, which is one of the well-known characteristics of the proton.
By considering quark contributions, we get A**?(0) = 0.773(20), which is almost similar to the A results from the
symmetry-preserving CSM model when rescaled to match our scale, p = 1 GeV [96-98]. The value of our resultant
A(0) for the up quark is approximately three times greater than that of the down quark, whereas other studies report
a ratio of around two. The expected result for the J979(0) is 1/2, which is the spin of the proton (also a fundamental
property of the particle). We drive J%“+¢(0) = 0.330(10) for the singlet current. After rescaling the data from Table ITI
to align with our scale, we find that the lattice QCD derivation of J9(0) is relatively consistent with ours. In this work,
we find J*(0)/J%(0) ~ 1.44, suggesting that the d-quark possesses a considerable contribution, similar to the findings
in Ref. [50]. Our obtained D?(0) form factor is only close to the symmetry-preserving CSM model after rescaling to
=1 GeV. We observe that the contributions of the up and down quarks are comparable in all the studies included
in the table, indicating that both quarks contribute notably, also our results and CSM are the ones whose absolute
values of up are greater than the down quark.

The ¢(t) form factor helps us understand the mechanics of the proton [17, 88]. Here, we obtain a positive value for
the isoscalar, ¢*7%(0) = 0.0850(30), and a negative value for the isovector case, ¢*~%(0) = —0.1330(34). In contrast to
the other form factors we have derived, the d-quark exhibits a significantly greater absolute value than the u-quark,
along with the contributions from the single flavors’ opposite signs. The computed results of ¢(0) from the pion
mean-field approach for the various flavors are presented in Table III. The derivations for the u- and d-flavors from



9

this calculation carry similar signs as ours. In Ref. [16], the value 1.4 x 1072 is reported for the e“t9(0) at u? ~ 0.4
GeV2. While the sign of this value aligns with our findings, it is not anywhere near our result when rescaled to our
p. In Ref. [97], there is a disagreement regarding the sign of the ¢9(0) ~ —0.103 (for ny = 2) in asymptotic limit
(1 — o0). In another study [17], where the scale is 1 = 2 GeV, the reported value is ¢“+9(0) = —0.124(3). Generally,
there is no consensus on the value of this form factor at zero momentum transfer, nor even on its sign. The only
certain expectation is that the sum of quark and gluon contributions to this form factor should be zero. We expect
that all calculations of ¢(t) yield a small value, regardless of its sign [16, 88].

Model/approach A*(0) A%(0) A%(0) A*~%(0)
This work (=1 GeV) 0.593(30) 0.181(10) 0.773(20) 0.412(40)
LQCD (i = 2 GeV) 0.3255(92)  0.1590(92)  0.510(25) -
symmetry-preserving of CSM (u = 2 GeV) 0.328(15) 0.149(07) 0.584(13) -
pion mean-field (u = 0.6 GeV) 0.66 0.34 1.00 0.32
J"(0) J4(0) J4(0) J"=4(0)
This work 0.195(15) 0.135(5) 0.330(10) 0.06(2)
LQCD 0.2213(85)  0.0197(85) 0.251(21) -
symmetry-preserving 0.164(08) 0.074(04) 0.292(06) -
pion mean-field 0.53 —0.03 0.50 0.56
D*(0) D%(0) D?(0) D“~%(0)
This work —1.300(55) —1.064(45) —2.36(10)  —0.236(10)
LQCD —0.56(17) —0.57(17) —1.30(49) -
Symmetry-preserving —1.019(49) —0.463(22) —1.820(43) -
pion mean-field —1.12 —1.41 —2.53 0.29
&“(0) d(0)) &?(0) “~4(0)
This work —0.0240(2)  0.1090(32)  0.0850(30)  —0.1330(34)
LQCD - - - -
Symmetry-preserving - - - -
pion mean-field —0.04 0.04 0.00 —0.08

TABLE III. Our flavor-decomposed gravitational form factors of the proton at ¢ = 0 are presented alongside predictions from
other models [50, 76, 77]. In our work and the pion mean-field approach, the quark flavor combination is defined as ¢ = u + d.
In the lattice QCD study, it is extended to ¢ = u + d + s, where s represents the strange quark. In the symmetry-preserving
of continuum Schwinger function method (CSM), ¢ = uv + dv + us + ds + s + ¢, where V' and S denote valence and sea
components of the light quarks, respectively, and ¢ represents the charm quark.

V. MECHANICAL PROPERTIES

In this section, we study the mechanical properties of the proton and interpret the role of each flavor within its
system. The A(t) and J(¢) form factors of proton are related to mass and spin, respectively. The D(t) form factor
determines the internal interactions, including the deformation and shape of the proton as well as its elastic properties.
The renormalization-scale invariant quantity D-term is the D(t) form factor at zero momentum transfer that does not
get a fixed value by spacetime symmetries, unlike A(0) and J(0) [99]. The internal pressure and shear forces are key
components of proton mechanical structure that influence the spatial distribution of quarks and gluons. These forces
are related to the D(t) form factor which shows the significance of this form factor. These forces ensure stability,
balance internal forces, and shape the proton. The stability conditions are derived from the elasticity theorem and
the fact that the total EMT is conserved.

To facilitate our analysis, we work in the Breit frame with the following definitions for the kinematical variables
P# A" and momentum transfer squared t,

Pr=(E,0), A*=(0,A), t=A%=_-A2=4(m?-FE?). (27)

The different components of the static EMT include Tpo(r), which determines the energy density, and Ty (r), which
describes the spatial distribution of momentum. In this section, we concentrate on the T;;(r) component, known as
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the stress tensor, as it is the central topic of our discussion. The stress tensor is decomposed in the following form,

ripd 1
i §5ij)8(7°) + dijp(r). (28)

Tij(r) = (

The differential equation below relates the pressure p(r) and the shear force s(r),

2 2

55/(7“) + ;5(7“) +p'(r) =0, (29)
which originate from the conservation of the stress part V:T;;(r) = 0 for the static EMT. A fundamental consequence
of the EMT conservation is the von Laue condition, which states that the integral of the radial pressure over all space
must vanish:

/000 r2dr p(r) = 0. (30)

This condition guarantees that internal forces balance, preventing any net expansion or contraction of the proton.
This condition also holds for meta-stable and unstable systems [100]. This is why von Laue is not sufficient for gaining
a stable system.

In the Breit frame, the distributions of flavor-decomposed energy, pressure and shear force of the proton can be
defined as combinations of the gravitational form factors as follows [88],

() = m | A1) + @ (6) — - (47(8) —29(0) + Dj(t)ﬂ i (31)
W) = g e DOl (32)
W) = g D Oler = mld (), (33)
Sr) = = gr L D0 (31)

where j indicates the different flavors of quark and the three-dimensional Fourier transformation of GFF's is given by,

3 O sinf[ry/—=
oler = [ S5 ar s = o [ 2 par (35)

note that the last term is the simplified form of the Fourier transformation considering the proton to be spherically
symmetric. The non-conserved form factor ¢ (t) contributes to both energy density, Eq. (31), and pressure, Eq. (33).
We introduce two definitions of pressure: p}(r), which excludes @ (t), and p] (r), which includes @ (). The exclusion
of @ (t) enables us to verify the validity of the proton’s global and local stability criteria. The longitudinal force is
defined in terms of the conserved pressure p% (r) as,

Fl(r) = pr) + 259, (36)

where it is the normal force per unit area F,(r) = F). Here, we establish some local constrains, which unlike the von
Laue condition, are not integrated over a range of radii. For local stability, it is necessary for the longitudinal force
to be positive,

Fj(r) >0, (37)

which means it is directed outwards, otherwise the proton would collapse. This stability condition leads to a negative
D-term [3, 100]. The shear force is typically positive in stable hydrostatic systems which means s(r) > 0, that provides
the second local stability condition.

By decomposing the quark sector into its individual quarks and their combinations of valence flavors, we examine
the impact of flavors in the internal proton system and whether these flavors meet the global and local stability
conditions mentioned earlier. In Fig. 2, we present and compare the spatial distributions of the energy density,
pressure pj(r), shear force, and longitudinal force for different flavors of proton, including their uncertainties. The
isoscalar combination of u + d displays the largest contribution in all the presented spatial distributions, with the
u-quark generally contributing more significantly than the d-quark. However, this dominance of the u-quark in the
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FIG. 2. The proton spatial distributions of the energy density, pressure pé(r), shear force, and longitudinal force for each
valence quark and their flavor combinations.

pressure distribution does not hold across all ranges of r. In contrast, the isovector combination u—d shows the smallest
contribution in all spatial distributions, except for the energy density. The energy density peaks at approximately
r =~ 0.4 fm, which is almost the same for all flavor combinations. However, the peak of other distributions does not
exhibit similar behavior for different flavors.

In Fig. 2 (a) the energy density of all flavor combinations is shown, Eq. (31). The integration of energy density over
all space provides the mass,

m = /dgr el (r). (38)

In the context of analyzing the complete system (quarks+gluon), the term m’ would represent the total mass of the
proton. However, within the scope of the current study, it is significant to note that m’ exclusively reflects the mass
contributions arising from each flavor of the quark sector. Using our energy distributions, we get m*/m“+d ~ 2/3
and m?/m¥%+9 ~ 1/3, which are consistent with our expectations for the proton. This calculation of masses is
performed naively, in a way that we assumed the proton always has the spherically symmetric form and neglecting
the contributions from sea quarks and gluons, although this assumption is not entirely accurate [101]. This is only
presented to compare the contributions of each quark. It is important to note that the calculations of mass are
complex and do not fall within the scope of this paper. In Fig. 2 (b), we present the flavor decomposition of the
pressure distribution as outlined in Eq. (32). Notably, we find that for each flavor, the pressure p{(r) satisfies the
von Laue condition specified in Eq. (30). This implies that the positive pressure directed outwards is balanced by
the negative pressure directed inwards, contributing to the stability of the proton. Our results align with other
studies indicating that the inner region exhibits positive pressure while the outer region shows negative pressure. As
illustrated in Fig. 2 (b), the pressure for the isoscalar component changes sign at approximately r &~ 0.55 fm, which
is roughly consistent with JLab data r ~ 0.6 fm [26]. The positive pressure is more compact whereas the negative
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pressure is distributed over a larger range of r. Since the distributions of up and down quark are close to each other,
we observe small values for the peak and valley of the isovector pressure. In Fig. 2(c¢), we present the shear force
from our calculations, given by Eq. (34). The shear force corresponds to the traceless part of the stress tensor as
described in Eq. (28), making it insensitive to the non-conserving term of the EMT current. Consequently, the local
condition s(r) > 0 should remain satisfied not only in the complete proton system but also within the quark sector.
In Fig. 2 (¢) we observe that this condition holds for the two individual quark flavors u, d, and for flavor combinations
u + d and u — d. Polyakov proposed a conjecture regarding the surface tension energy compared to the total energy
of the system in Ref. [88] where [d3rs(r) < m. We have examined this condition for our shear force and find that
all cases satisfy the relation [d3rs/(r) < m?. In Fig. 2(d), we show the longitudinal force of the different flavors
derived from Eq. (36). As expected, the first local stability condition, as stated in Eq. (37), holds for the isoscalar case
and remarkably for the individual flavors and isovector. It is important to note that we employed Eq. (36), which is
based on the p{(r) and is independent of the ¢(t) form factor. However, if we had specified the longitudinal force with
respect to p](r), we should have checked whether any modification to condition (37) is needed due to the presence of
c(t).

In the quark sector of the EMT current, the non-conserved &(t) appears in the definition of pressure which is
presented in Eq. (33) as p](r). Therefore it does not satisfy the von Laue condition, highlighting the role of ¢(t) in
proton stability. When gluon contributions are included, the ¢(¢) form factor vanishes, stating the relation 3 () +

@9(t) = 0 which was shown in the p,(r) pressure in Eq. (32). A vanishing ¢(t) form factor indicates an internal balance
between repulsive and attractive pressures within the proton i.e. the von Laue condition. In Fig. 3, we present the
spatial distribution of the form factor p}(r) for isoscalar and isovector flavor contributions, as derived from Eq. (33).
It is observed that the non-conserved ¢(t) form factor results in a slight deviation from the von Laue condition in
the isoscalar case. This deviation is more intense in the isovector case, where the integration of pressure over the
entire space yields a significantly large positive value. This indicates that the gluon plays a more crucial role when
the proton is in the isovector state. Figure. 3 highlights the necessity of gluon contributions in maintaining a stable

proton system.
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FIG. 3. The distributions of pressure p]i (r) for the isoscalar and isovector proton flavor combinations.

The mass radius of the different flavors of proton is defined as,
9 [ dBrr2ed(r)
(rfhmass = 5 0y
The mass radius of the proton describes the spatial distribution of its mass or to be more exact its energy. We consider

the quark sector in this context, consequently the definition of energy density includes the term ¢(t) in its derivation
(see Eq. (31)). Also the mechanical radius of the flavor-decomposed proton is as follows,

[ d3rr? FI(r)

(39)

J d3rFﬁ (r) (40)

<T]2‘ >mcch ==

The mechanical radius has been obtained using FIJI(T), which is partly dependent on pé(r). The definition of the
mechanical radius is based on the conservation of the energy-momentum tensor current, and it seems illogical to use a
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FIG. 4. Comparison of mass and mechanical radii results for the EMT quark current from our light-cone QCD calculations
and other approaches [50, 73-76, 84, 102] is depicted. The right hand side of the plot compares the mechanical and the left
hand side the mass radii. The horizontal axes is in fermi unit.

pressure derived from a non-conserved EMT, namely p{ (r), to calculate it. We obtain the mass and mechanical radii
of the proton from the singlet EMT quark current as follows,

(12) mass = 0.697(37) fm (41)
(r2) mech = 0.629(26) fm (42)

Both the resultant mass and mechanical radii are smaller than the charge radius as expected. Additionally, the
mechanical radius is smaller than the mass radius. This behavior agrees with some methods [50, 76] and shows that
our obtained energy of the system is saturated in a larger volume than the internal forces, specifically the longitudinal
force. A comparison of our mass and mechanical radii for the quark contribution with other recent theoretical and
experimental calculations is shown in Fig. 4. The resulting mass radius of the quark sector aligns with lattice results
from Ref. [76], although it does not coincide with findings from other sources, such as [50]. Additionally, the quark
mechanical radius falls within the range of the lattice and GPD findings [76, 102]. However, this radius does not
overlap with results from Refs. [50, 75]. Furthermore, our results are not consistent with previous findings of LCSR
method [73, 74].

In Table. IV, we provide the mass and mechanical radii for various flavors. We notice the derived radii for singlet
and triplet currents are within the same order. Notably, we observe the mechanical radius is smaller than the mass
radius for each flavor. The confinement phenomenon restricts us from discussing radii associated with single flavors.
In this study, we compute these radii to see what is their effective range of energy and longitudinal force in proton
system. In examining the energy and longitudinal distributions of the isovector, u — d, we notice a more rapid decline
relative to the other quark flavors. This is probably the cause behind the small values of the mechanical and mass
radii of isovector case compared to the other flavors. Despite the sensitivity of the subject, if we allow ourselves some
freedom of thought, we might conclude that the up quarks construct a diquark subsystem alongside the down quark
within the proton. Based on the derived mass and mechanical radii for both up and down quarks, it appears that the
down quark exhibits greater freedom than the up quark.

PF <TJ2->mass (fm) <7’J2'>mech (fm) PF <r32'>mass (fm) <7']2‘>mech
u 0.689(40) 0.615(27) u+d 0.697(37) 0.629(26)
d 0.730(43) 0.639(28) u—d 0.644(43) 0.456(22)

TABLE IV. Mass and mechanical radii of singlet and triplet flavors in proton. PF is the shortened form for proton’s flavors.
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VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we investigated the flavor-decomposed gravitational form factors (GFFs) of the proton and their
mechanical characteristics using the light-cone sum rules (LCSR) framework. Our calculations were performed using
nucleon distribution amplitudes (DAs) up to twist-6 accuracy at an energy scale of u = 1 GeV. By incorporating all
forms of the Borel transformations applicable to our calculations and analyzing key mechanical properties—including
energy, pressure, shear force, and longitudinal force for different quark flavors—we provided a more thorough, complete
and accurate investigation compared to the previous studies. Our findings reveal that for the singlet and triplet quark
currents, the form factors A(t) and J(t) remain positive. Remarkably, the up-quark is dominant over the down-quark
in the proton’s mass and spin form factors. Additionally, we observe that the D(t) form factor is negative across
all flavors, with the absolute value of the u-quark exceeding that of the d-quark. In contrast to the conserved form
factors, the non-conserved ¢(t) form factor exhibits a significantly larger contribution for d-quark than that of the
u-quark, with the contributions from up and down quarks having opposite signs.

The gravitational form factors eventually build up the energy, pressure, and shear force distributions within the
proton. Similar to the conserved GFF's, the u-quark contributes more significantly than the d-quark to the energy,
shear force, and longitudinal force distributions. This study presents the pressure distribution in two forms: one that
disregards the contribution of the &(t) form factor, denoted as po(r), and the other considers its effects, referred to as
p1(r). The first definition of pressure, and its application in describing the longitudinal force, satisfies both global and
local stability conditions across all flavors. However, the pressure p;(r) fails to meet the primary stability criterion,
the von Laue condition, which highlights the necessity of gluons in retaining a stable proton system: » et =0.
The &(t) form factor serves as an indicator of the quarks’ role in the proton’s mechanical structure and quantifies the
interaction between the quark and gluon subsystems. Notably, since the shear force is insensitive to the trace part of
the energy-momentum tensor, it remains positive regardless of considering the whole system or a part of the proton.

The mass and mechanical radii were extracted from the energy and longitudinal force distributions for the singlet
case, yielding (7’2>,1n/355 = 0.697(37) fm and <r2>1/2h = 0.629(26) fm respectively. These values demonstrate good

p P/ mec
agreement with theoretical predictions and empirical measurements. Furthermore, they are smaller than the proton
charge radius, consistent with the underlying nature of electromagnetic and strong interactions. Additionally, the
mass and mechanical radii are presented for other flavors. We apprehend the mechanical radius is less than the mass

radius for all the derived radii.
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Appendix A: Some supplementary materials

In this appendix, we present specific details of the QCD side of the Light-Cone Sum Rule (LCSR) correlation
function. We explore the expansion of the nucleon matrix element of the three-quark operator in terms of nucleon



distribution amplitudes (DAs), as discussed in the literature [94],
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(A.1)

The “calligraphic” DAs in the previous equation can subsequently be expressed in terms of “direct” DAs, up to twist-6

accuracy, as delineated below,

1
81 =51, Sy = 2z (81— S2),
1
P =P, Py = 2px(P2_P1)
1
Vi =V, V2_%(Vl_%_%)’
1
Vs =V3/2, V4=m(—2vl+%+v4+2%),
1 1
Vs = pn (Vi = Va). Vo= goap (Vi Vet Vet Vit V- V),
1
Ay =Aq, As = 2 ( A1+A2—A3)
DT
1
As =A3/2, Ay = ( 241 — A3 — Ay + 2A5),
4px
As = L Az — A Ag = 1 Al — Ay + A3+ A4 — A5+ A
5_@( 3~ 4)7 6_4(]911)2( 1 — Ao+ Az + Ay — As + 6)
1
T =T, T2 = (Ty + T — 2T3),
2px
1
=T17/2 T — 1T — 2T
T3 =T17/2, Ta= 2px( 1 — Ty 7),
1 1
Ts =g (= T+ T5 +2T5), To = e (T2 = 2T = 2T + 205 + 277 4 21),
1 1
Tr = 4p:17(T7_T8) 7-824(p$)2(—T1+T2+T5—T6+2T7+2T8).

(A.2)

The direct distribution amplitudes (DAs), F' = S;, P;, V;, A;, T; are defined in terms of a;px and is expressed as follows,

F(aipz) = /d$1d$2d$3 §(x1 + 2o + x5 — 1) e PT L% P(gy),

(A.3)

with i = 1,2,3 and 0 < x; < 1 such that >, x; = 1. The z; values represent the longitudinal momentum fractions
carried by the quarks within the nucleon. The comprehensive representations of the nucleon distribution amplitudes

are presented in Ref. [94].
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Since the complete expression of each term of QCD correlation function is too long to be included here, we present
a segment of the first structure in Eq. (25) of the specific flavor j as follows,
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